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	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript evaluated the influence of different light intensities on the growth and morphological performance of three ornamental foliage plants cultivated in vertical garden systems. The manuscript is clearly written, the methodology is appropriate, and the data robustly support the conclusions. The findings have practical applications for growers, landscapers, and urban planners. With a few minor revisions to improve clarity, context, and the depth of the discussion, the manuscript will be stronger.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and effective.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	Yes, the abstract is largely comprehensive and well-structured. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript is scientifically correct, robust but visually poor. The experimental design is sound, the data is systematically analyzed, and the conclusions are logically supported. The manuscript is rich with data, though the addition of figures or visual summaries would improve its readability and accessibility such as including of a schematic or photograph of the experimental setup. Authors are advise to:
1. Specify the LED light spectrum in the Methods section, since spectral quality is as important as light intensity for plant responses.

2. Clarify how light uniformity was maintained across the vertical garden frames, as uneven distribution can influence experimental accuracy.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the reference list is sufficient and recent.
To strengthen the literature review and discussion, the authors are encouraged to include the recent study by Ahmed & Marouf (2025). Their spectroscopic analysis of light irradiated plant tissues serves as a critical precedent and offers a valuable point of comparison, particularly regarding wavelength-dependent mechanisms and the biphasic dose response: Ahmed, I.A.E.M. and Marouf, A.A. (2025). Photophysical Mechanisms of Low-Level Laser Irradiation on Cotton Seeds: Spectroscopic Insights into Molecular Excitations. 
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are highly suitable for scholarly communication. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Suggested improvements to Discussion and Conclusion:

1. On Dry Weight: The data shows a plateau at the highest light level, not a decline. Framing this as "stabilization" or "diminishing returns" would be more accurate.

2. On Discussion: To make it more compelling, please connect the species' different performances to their natural habitats and then spell out the practical "so what?" for someone designing a vertical garden.

3. On Conclusion: The conclusion is strong. To refine it, please acknowledge that while 1000-1500 lux is a great overall target, some species (like Pandanus) actually do their best at the highest light level, which is an important nuance for practitioners.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues are apparent.
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